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Letter ID Agency Author 

08-039 City of Fullerton Heater R. S. Allen, Senior Planner 

08-040 City of Garden Grove - 

08-041 Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
(GCCOG) Richard R. Powers, Executive Director 

08-042 Golden Rain Foundation -- Law Offices of 
Robert C. Hawkins Robert C. Hawkins 

08-043 GREEN LA Stephanie Taylor, Work Group Coordinator 

08-045 City of Huntington Beach Ricky Ramos, Associate Planner 

08-046 City of Huntington Beach Ricky Ramos, Associate Planner 

08-049 Imperial County Jurg Heuberger, Planning and Development 
Services Director 

08-050 City of Irvine Sean Joyce, City Manager 

08-051 John Wayne Airport Alan L. Murphy, Airport Director 

08-054 City of La Palma John J, Di Mario, Community Development 
Director 

08-055 City of Laguna Hills L. Allan Songstad Jr., Mayor 

08-056 City of Laguna Woods Bert Hack, Mayor 

08-057 Latino Urban Forum - 

08-060 City of Los Alamitos David L. Rudat, Interim City Manager 

08-061 Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition Kent Strumpell, Planning Committee Chair 

08-062 County of Los Angeles -- Department of 
Public Works Donald L. Wolfe, Director of Public Works 

08-063 County of Los Angeles -- Department of 
Regional Planning Bruce, W. McClendon, Director of Planning 

08-067 City of Los Angeles -- Environmental Affairs 
Commission Maria Armoudian 

08-068 City of Los Angeles -- Department of 
Transportation Rita L. Robinson, General Manager 

08-069 Los Angeles to San Diego Rail Corridor 
Agency (LOSSAN) Honorable Art Brown, LOSSAN Chair 

08-070 Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) Roger Snoble, Chief Executive Officer 

08-071 Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension 
Construction Authority Habib F. Balian, Chief Executive Officer 

08-072 City of Mission Viejo Dennis R. Wilberg, City Manager 

08-073 National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties (NAIOP) 

James V. Camp, Legislative Action 
Committee Chair 
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Garden Grove Comments on SCAG's Policy Forecast - Households 2035

Census Tract

SCAG Policy 

Forecast 

Households 

2035

 Expected Households 

within Garden Grove 

Boundries  2035

Difference 

between SCAG 

and GG Comments

881.01 722 0 722

The portion of tract 881.01 in Garden Grove is entirely industrial, 

and we do not foresee any land use change to residential in the 

future.

881.07 1634 1733 -99

Tract 881.07, along Garden Grove Blvd., is likely to see more 

households than SCAG projects due to possible higher density 

residential and mix-use projects.

882.01 1514 1089 425

Tract 882.01 is a fully built out single-family residential area with 

some commercial use.  Given the average size of lots, it is unlikely 

there will be room enough to accommodate second units enough to 

increase more than the OC 2006 Projections.

882.02 967 877 90

Tract 882.02 is a fully built out single-family residential area with 

some commercial use.  Given the average size of lots, it is unlikely 

there will be room enough to accommodate second units enough to 

increase passed the OC 2006 Projections.

884.02 2464 967 1,497

Tract 884.02 is in a fully built out single-family residential area and 

includes the city's International West hotel and entertainment 

district.  The tract also includes a school and open space.  SCAG's 

growth in households in the tract is not expected.

885.02 1826 1587 239

Tract 885.02 is in a fully built out single-family residential area and 

includes the city's International West hotel and entertainment 

district.  The tract also includes a school and open space.SCAG's 

growth in households in the tract is not expected.

886.01 1938 2049 -111

Tract 886.01 is projected to have more households than SCAG 

forecasts due to possible residential and mix-use projects in 

Garden Grove's civic center and Main Street areas.

886.02 1525 1666 -141

Tract 886.01 is projected to have more households than SCAG 

forecasts due to possible residential and mix-use projects in 

Garden Grove's civic center area.

887.01 1940 2039 -99

Tract 887.01 is projected to have more households than SCAG 

forecast calls for due to the possible development of the 

"Brookhurst Triangle" area, which is likely to include a mix of uses 

including condominiums, as well as residential development along 

Garden Grove Blvd..

887.02 1510 1645 -135

Tract 887.02 is projected to have more households than SCAG 

forecasts due to possible mix-use and residential development 

along Garden Grove Blvd. and Brookhurst St.

888.01 2597 2832 -235

Tract 888.01 is projected to have more households than SCAG 

forecasts due to possible mix-use projects with higher densities 

along Garden Grove Blvd.





























February 13, 2008 
   
 
Southern CA Association of Governments 
818 West 7th Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA  90017 
 
RE: Comments on the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
We would like to offer comments and observations on the RTP.  These comments are in 
part a response to a presentation on the RTP by SCAG staff on 2/12/08. 
 
Stephanie Taylor works for GREEN LA, a network of environmental organizations, that 
convenes a work group/coalition focused on transportation policy.  The transportation 
work group’s membership is diverse and includes most of the organizations working on 
transportation and transit issues in Los Angeles.   
 
Transportation Priorities 
The GREEN LA transportation work group’s goal is to move the City of Los Angeles 
towards eliminating auto dependency and making Los Angeles transit-pedestrian-and 
bicycle-friendly.  Our current policy priorities are to: 1) use parking policy to reduce car 
dependency, 2) increase bus-only lanes, and 3) advocate for the creation of a 
pedestrian master plan.   
 
We are also working to increase the City’s understanding and use of the complete 
streets model and believe complete streets is an important strategy to increase 
transportation access and choice.  Complete streets are more than just conduits of 
travel.  They are great places designed for everyone, including a number of modes and 
methods to get around.  Beyond just creating space for us when we’re driving, complete 
streets provide and prioritize viable transportation choices for people walking, biking, 
and taking public transit—transportation choices that are better for our health and better 
for the environment.   
 
Furthermore, because Los Angeles has provided cars more than their fair share of 
street space, we believe that every street project done in Los Angeles should prioritize, 
support, and enhance walking, biking, and public transportation to create complete 
streets – streets that also include a full canopy of trees for both the environmental 
benefits and for the comfort of pedestrians.  
 
RTP Presentation - Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis 
It would be more meaningful to residents if the EJ charts by quintile were also broken 
down by county and by the region.  The aggregated data is not convincing. We are 
concerned about data for the county in which we live and work. 
 



The transportation investments chart would be helpful by transportation mode, 
particularly for an EJ analysis.  For example, if low income people depend on transit, it 
would be good to know the percentage of the budget that is spent on transit. 
 
The data on the impact on air quality would especially benefit from mapping.  Any data 
that could be mapped to show how investments/impacts specifically relate to 
communities disproportionately impacted by air pollution, such as near the ports, LAX, 
near 710 freeway would be very illuminating and much more useful. 
 
Public Participation 
The staff has expressed their willingness to give presentations to groups and they seem 
to genuinely want to engage people, however, from what I observed from last night’s 
meeting, there is much SCAG can to do to improve engagement.  I offer the following 
observations to improve the public’s ability to meaningfully provide feedback on the 
RTP.  First, the plan needs to be explained.  It is difficult to know what sort of feedback 
is useful.  It would be helpful to know, for example, the sort of feedback that SCAG can 
act on, such as policy, vision, priorities, etc. and what SCAG can not act on, for 
example, what projects are included in the RTP.  Asking the public to comment on the 
plan without any further information is overwhelming.  Secondly, we need to know why 
our input is important, what it will be used for, and how it impacts the report.  Lastly, 
partnering with non-profits and advocacy groups will result in increasing the participation 
of the general public.  For example, co-sponsoring meetings, and conducting a training 
on the RTP for staff (and residents) in advance of a presentation would be helpful. 
 
The online survey seems to indicate that SCAG is interested in knowing people’s 
resource allocation priorities and transportation modes.  Having the online survey in 
hard copy available to people who attend a presentation would be helpful.  Also, tell us 
how the survey information will be used. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Stephanie Taylor    Stephen & Enci Box 
Work Group Coordinator   illuminateLA 
GREEN LA      GREEN LA Work Group  
2121 Cloverfield Blvd, #113 
Santa Monica, CA  90404 
(310) 453-3611 
  





































































 
 
 

 

LATINO URBAN FORUM 
improving the quality of life in latino communities 

latinourbanforum@yahoo.com 
725 S. Spring Street #12, Los Angeles, CA  90014      213.892-0918       

 

 
Jessica Meaney         February 19, 2008 
Assistant Regional Planner 
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 
818 West Seventh Street, 12th Fl. 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
 
SUBJECT:  Latino Mobility Needs for SCAG’s RTP  
 
Southern California’s growing low-income Latino population mobility patterns rely heavily on non-
motorized transportation because of economic reasons.  Latinos tend to walk, bike, and use public transit 
more than any other ethnic/ racial group in the region.  Latinos also have the highest rates of pedestrian and 
bike fatalities in the region.    
 
On Tuesday February 12, 2008 Latino Urban Forum conducted a meeting with local stakeholders to 
comment on the Regional Transportation Plan, specifically the Environmental Justice Analysis.  Based on 
this meeting below are comments that should be taken into consideration for the Regional Transportation 
Plan Environmental Justice Report: 
 

1. Overall, stakeholders had a concern that a regional analysis provides blanket statements for equity 
issues which need to be analysis on a more local level.  The EJ Analysis should provide, at the 
minimum, a county-level analysis of ALL indicators.  Providing a regional analysis diminishes and 
precludes any sort of analysis based on real income and demographics. 

2. Recommendation to separate the investments by mode, income and demographics.  Possible overlay 
of the location of major investments and income in those areas.   

3. Comment regarding the share of income paid in taxes for higher versus lower incomes.  More 
analysis is needed for the share of taxes paid.  

 
The Latino Urban Forum recommends the following ideas to improve mobility in low income communities:  
 

1.   SCAG should have each jurisdiction develop and adopt a Pedestrian Master Plan because this 
would insure that the walking needs of the all residents are met.  
2.   SCAG should have each jurisdiction adopt Complete Street Guidelines, in order to accommodate 
pedestrian, bike and transit on public right-a-ways.  
3.   SCAG should make a case for jurisdiction to legalize jitneys and other informal means of 
transportation.   
4.   SCAG should encourage shuttle services provided by big box retailers as part of a transportation 
demand management.  
5.   SCAG should work with the state, transit agencies and jurisdiction to provide bus shelters and 
amenities at every bus stop and relocate bus stops that are in front of gas stations 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 









634 S. Spring Street, Suite 821 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 

Tel 213.629.2142 
Fax 213.629.2259 

www.la-bike.org 
      

February 15, 2008 
 
Jessica Meaney 
Assistant Regional Planner  
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 
818 West Seventh Street, 12th Fl. 
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435  
 
RE: Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan and Non-Motorized Transportation Report 
 
 
Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition (LACBC) is submitting the following comments in response to the 
draft Non-Motorized Transportation (NMT) Report and the 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 
 
Introduction 
The NMT Report is a valuable document that clearly articulates the need for and challenges of improving 
non-motorized infrastructure and policies in the SCAG region.  The recommendations found on P.24 and 
25 provide a useful starting point.  However, they lack goals and targets that are needed to give better 
guidance to SCAG members.   
 
We strongly recommend SCAG prioritize and fund the Comprehensive Regional Non-Motorized 
Transportation plan called for in the report as a tool for implementing the report’s policies and outcomes.   
 
We believe the following recommendations can enhance the NMT Report and SCAG’s efforts to expand 
non-motorized transportation use. 
 
1- Need  for set goals to guide planning and funding 
The NMT Report states: "Regionally, non-motorized travel represents 1% - 10% of all trips respectively, 
but represents less than 0.46% of all transportation funding in the region."  It also points out that the 
California Blueprint for Bicycling and Walking sets goals towards increasing bicycling and walking trips 
by 50 percent, decreasing bicycle and pedestrian fatality rates by 50 percent by 2010, and increasing 
funding for bicycle and pedestrian-related programs."  In the absence of such targets, it will be difficult 
for SCAG's regional members to plan appropriately. 
 
LACBC’s recommendations:  
- The RTP should set performance goals for NMT at least commensurate with the state's Blueprint. 
- Set funding level goals at least proportionate to trip levels. 
- Encourage County Transportation Commissions (CTCs) to use project scoring criteria that gives priority 
to projects that integrate bicycle accommodations. 
 
2- Need for Complete Streets policies 
The NMT Report states there is a total of 1591 miles of class 2 bike lanes in the SCAG region.  But, total 
arterial roadway miles for the region is more than 40,000 miles, and these are the roads where most major 
destinations are located.  This means that less than 5% of these important roads provide accommodation 
for the safe travel of cyclists.  Cities with high levels of bicycle usage typically have upwards of 30% of 
roads with bike lanes.  Many cities and regions are adopting Complete Streets policies that stipulate that 



all roads must integrate facilities for all road users (which includes pedestrians, cyclists, transit users and 
the disabled) to the greatest extent possible.  The Complete Streets approach has a much better chance of 
making cycling a viable travel choice than does a bikeway network strategy that focuses on a very limited 
subset of roads. 
 
LACBC’s recommendations 
- Set a goal that will encourage the provision of bicycle accommodation on 30% of arterial roads. 
- Provide resources, incentives and encouragement for SCAG members to adopt Complete Street policies. 
 
3- Need for local planning resources 
Currently, many cities do not have the resources to effectively secure funding for NMT planning and  
projects.  Our experience on project review teams has shown us that State Safe Routes to School and 
Bicycle Transportation Account funding applications from the SCAG region fall short of the quality 
needed to compete successfully for this funding. 
 
LACBC’s recommendation: SCAG could make planning resources available to assist cities and counties 
to more effectively identify and apply for funding for NMT projects.  Specifically, SCAG could sponsor a 
low-cost or no-cost program to provide such assistance throughout the region.  
 
4- Need for better data 
The SCAG NMT Report correctly identifies the need for better data on walking and cycling trips.  
Inconclusive data can give an inaccurate picture of the true potential for non-motorized travel to address 
myriad regional problems.  Unfortunately, regional planning and funding decisions seem to be based on 
this incomplete picture, resulting in very limited efforts to improve non-motorized travel.  In contrast, 
other MPO regions and cities with similar data limitations are choosing to make far more meaningful 
commitments to NMT planning and funding.  Cities like New York and London are making significant 
investments to NMT.  In many cases these investments are paying off handsomely in reduced vehicular 
travel demand, improved travel choices and other benefits.  SCAG needs to investigate what have other 
MPO regions have done to improve NMT. 
 
LACBC’s  recommendation: SCAG's NMT plan would benefit greatly from a thorough survey of the 
NMT strategies of other regions and how their investments are paying off.   
 
 
5- Need to adopt measurements that focus on moving people, not vehicles 
The NMT Report cites the need to emphasize the fact that the maximization of “opportunities for 
bicycling and walking, shifts the focus from safely moving the maximum number of passenger vehicles to 
safely moving the maximum number of people,” 
 
LACBC’s recommendation 
The RTP should measure performance by evaluating the movement of people rather than passenger cars. 
 
6- Correction:  
P. 13  
Paragraph titled Bicycling 
"Most local jurisdictions have developed bicycle and pedestrian facilities, NMT or bicycle plans..." etc.    
Actually, most have NOT done adequate bicycle planning.  In LA Co., only a handful of cities have 
Bicycle Master Plans (BMPS)).  Addressing this decided lack of bicycle planning was a primary goal of 
Metro's current county-wide bicycle plan. 
 
Thank you for meeting with us and for the opportunity to comment. We look forward to working closely 
with SCAG on any future bicycle planning efforts.   



 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Kent Strumpell 
Chair, Planning Committee 
Member of the Board of Directors, Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition 
 
Dorothy Le 
Planning and Policy Director, Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition 
 
 

















































































































































February 19, 2008     File Number:  4000100

Ms. Jessica Meaney 
Southern California Association of Governments 
818 West Seventh Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA  90017 

Dear Ms. Meaney: 

SUBJECT: Los Angeles to San Diego (LOSSAN) Rail Corridor Agency 
Comments on Southern California Association of Government’s 
(SCAG) Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 

On behalf of LOSSAN, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft 
2008 RTP. The LOSSAN Board of Directors met on February 6, 2008, and has 
these comments: 

o Overall, we are disappointed in the lack of inclusion for the LOSSAN 
Corridor and its passenger rail services, Amtrak’s Pacific Surfliner 
intercity rail service, and Metrolink commuter rail service in the 
financially constrained plan. It is ironic that the front page of your 
Executive Summary is a photograph of one of the region’s passenger 
rail stations. 

o We made a similar comment on SCAG’s 2004 RTP and it was our 
understanding that this would be addressed in future updates. We are 
disappointed that it has not. 

o The LOSSAN Corridor is the second busiest rail corridor in the nation. 
Each of our passenger rail operators continues to experience record 
ridership levels. Metrolink estimates that commuter rail ridership alone 
accounts for one lane of the busy Interstate 5 freeway. Rail is an 
integral piece of Southern California’s transportation system. 

o The RTP goals include Mobility, Accessibility, Air Quality, Energy 
Efficiency, and Linking Land Use and Transportation Decisions. We feel 
that including alternatives to driving alone such as passenger rail 
service is key to meeting your goals. 

o SCAG is a member of LOSSAN, and in fact, was instrumental in the 
agency’s startup in 1989. Furthermore, staff and board members are 
familiar with advocacy for passenger rail service and therefore, 
passenger rail should have been addressed in the Draft 2008 RTP. 
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o The Draft 2008 RTP covers the region’s freight systems in detail, yet our rail corridor is 
shared by both passenger rail and goods movement. Improvements made by one of these 
operators benefits the other. This synergy should be discussed at the same level as freight. 

o Lastly, consider a glossary of terms, including a definition of LOSSAN and a list of 
transportation agencies of which SCAG is a member such as LOSSAN. 

LOSSAN members are rail owners and operators, regional transportation planning agencies, and 
metropolitan planning organizations along the 351-mile coastal rail corridor. Since 1989, 
LOSSAN has advocated for improvements to the corridor that have benefited freight and 
intercity and commuter rail ridership. Investments have been made at all levels and should be 
highlighted in the Draft 2008 RTP. The voters directed major investments in our rail services in 
the early 1990s and recently with Proposition 1B. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Should you have any questions, please contact 
Linda Culp, San Diego Association of Government’s staff to LOSSAN, at (619) 699-6957 or 
lcu@sandag.org. We look forward to changes for the final RTP. 

Sincerely, 

HONORABLE ART BROWN 
LOSSAN Chair 

DVE/LCU/ama 

cc: LOSSAN Member Agencies 
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2. The RTP is using the OCP 2006 population projections in one of its concepts.  
However, SCAG is using another "optional" concept not using OCP projections.  
NAIOP is concerned that concepts not using OCP 2006 projections would 
severely impact Orange County transportation plans.  We request that only OCP 
2006 projections be utilized in the RTP.

3. NAIOP recommends that SCAG consider using a baseline alternative where no 
further new jurisdictions adopt the Compass Blueprint 2% plan, and one where 
substantially less than 100% of the future growth is accommodated under 
Compass Blueprint, but rather through traditional single and multi family 
developments.  This approach provides an impact measurement that is more 
realistic, especially during the near term.

4. The non-governmental groups from which SCAG seeks participation and input 
(page 40 of the draft RTP) lists the "private sector" as one group at the bottom of 
the table.  While other groups, such as "educational institutions" and "users of 
bicycle transportation facilities" are important, the builders of housing and 
commercial and industrial facilities represent a huge stakeholder that is 
conspicuous by their absence.  Cooperation of developers, contractors and other 
employment groups involved in building are practitioners whose viewpoints and 
expertise are essential to the success of major components of the RTP, including 
land use management, construction of communities/facilities and the construction 
of transportation improvements.  These stakeholders should play a larger role in 
providing input to this process.

5. The Integrated Land Use and Demand Management concept is the third set of 
strategies on the mobility pyramid, focusing on better management of demand on 
the transportation system through land use policies and encouragement of 
alternative modes of travel.  This strategy relies heavily on the employment of 
the Compass Blueprint Growth Vision, wherein future development is 
encouraged along transportation corridors and usage of the automobile is 
dramatically reduced.  NAIOP is concerned with two issues that are not 
adequately explored in the RTP.  The first issue is that this concept assumes that 
alternative modes of travel, primarily rail and bus, will be adequate to service the 
increased clientele now living in Transit Oriented Developments (TOD) or 
working in facilities within the transportation corridor.  The RTP actually 
emphasizes the congestion hurdles for rail and bus transit due to track and street 
demand.  The second issue is that the Compass Blueprint concept does not 
adequately address the economic consequences of increasing the demand for 
smaller areas of land within the transportation corridors.  In particular, if the 
Compass Blueprint is actually mandated by public policy, the effect will be to 
artificially create a land monopoly for properties surrounding major 
transportation centers.  Developable land in areas in further outreaches could see 
their values drop dramatically.  This economic dislocation would provide a 
windfall for some property owners and economic recession for others.

6. The Foothill South extension of SR 241 will have a profound effect on Southern 
Orange County mobility and goods movement.  However, if this road is not built 
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the ramifications will also be profound.  It is not clear that the RTP takes the 
elimination of this extension into adequate account, both in terms of direct 
impacts, but also on alternative transportation options that might be adopted (e.g. 
widening of the I-5, additional interchange improvements, etc.).

7. The RTP is substantially based on the growth projections provided within the 
Regional Comprehensive Plan and through population projections that make up 
that plan.  There has been no serious challenge, or alternative scenario that 
envisions a stabilizing or reduction of growth rates in the Southern California 
counties due to “out-migration”, prolonged economic stagnation, unacceptable 
cost of living and quality of life.  There also does not appear to be any serious 
consideration to the conversion of fossil fuel vehicles to cleaner burning fuels 
during the 30-year time horizon.  Both of these scenarios have some level of 
validity, especially the conversion of vehicles, simply based on known plans by 
automakers and legislative mandates from the Federal government.  We feel that 
SCAG should at least address these issues somewhere in their RTP.

8. The RTP encourages the development of "complete communities", wherein can 
live, work, shop and play.  The RTP also encourages planning for additional 
housing and jobs near transit.  However, the plan discourages "dispersed" 
development in fringe areas.  We feel that balanced communities in undeveloped 
parts of Southern California actually provide a better pressure relief valve than 
some plans to concentrate and make a development more dense on or near 
transportation centers.  The key is for these developments to be able to provide 
jobs and housing that balance within the community, effectively reducing the 
need for residents to make daily commutes to outside job centers.  This 
alternative also minimizes the "land monopoly" effect caused by mandating 
development within the so-called 2% solution.

9. The RTP is making progress in providing more support for dealing with the 
emerging goods movement crisis.  NAIOP encourages SCAG to incorporate as 
much of the current Multi County Goods Movement Study to date and analysis 
as possible.

In conclusion, the NIAOP SoCal Chapter is available to participate and be a resource 
for the improvement of our regions transportation and goods movement.

Sincerely,

James V. Camp Vickie Talley
Legislative Action Committee Chair Director of Legislative Action

cc:  NAIOP SoCal Board of Directors




